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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6/2/10 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the respective transversal slot" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear if these 
transversal slots are part of the perforating tool or part of the resulting cut line. 

Regarding claim 3, it is unclear how "processing of the folding or sheet edges is 
performed according to a perforating device" as the perforating device does not fold. It 
is unclear how the perforating device can be made of two symmetrical halves when 
symmetrical means corresponding in size shape and relative position on opposite sides 
of a dividing line. For the purposes of examination, this is considered to require the two 
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halves to be the same shape but offset from each other so the teeth are not symmetric 
about the dividing line. 

Regarding claim 4 and 5, it is unclear if the punching lines of the punching tool 
form the perforations of claim 1 as there is no indication of what the punching tool of 
claims 4 and 5 does in claim 1 . It is noted in claim 3, the punching tool is called a 
perforating device. It is suggested applicant use the same language to refer to the 
same elements throughout the claims. It is unclear if the punching lines are the teeth of 
the tool or the shapes cut into the sheet. 

Regarding claim 6, it is unclear what the claim adds to claim 1 as claim 1 
requires folding along the perforation, indicating the two halves must still be connected 
to one another. It is unclear if the transversal webs of this claim are the same as the 
transversal slots of claim 2 as both appear to refer to the same element, e.g. the cut 
lines in the sheet. It is suggested applicant use the same language to refer to the same 
elements throughout the claims. 

Regarding claim 7, it is unclear exactly what is occurring as claim 1 indicates 
there are two perforation lines while claim 7 refers to only one perforation line, 
particularly considering that claim 7 suggests the two perforations lines are actually only 
one line with hinge points. 

Regarding claim 8, it is unclear if the pockets are related to the perforation lines 
or are separate from them. 

Regarding claim 1 0, it is unclear what this claim means as it is unclear what 
"transient positions" are and what "recesses" are being referred to. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , it is unclear what is meant by "the distance of the two 
perforation lines of the widened folding edge is altered". For the purposes of 
examination, this is assumed to mean the distance between the two perforation lines is 
altered. 

5. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the transversal lines" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Regarding claim 13, it is unclear if this claim requires the absence of a gap 
between the perforation teeth as it is not in the claim, but is in the method claim this 
apparatus claim is dependent from. 

Regarding claim 14, it is unclear if the transversal slots are part of the perforation 
tool or part of the cuts in the sheets. 

Regarding claim 15, it is unclear how the longitudinally extending parts can only 
partly cut the material and yet perforate it so that it is cut through. 

Regarding claim 16, it is unclear if the transversal webs of this claim are the 
same as the transversal slots of claim 2 as both appear to refer to the same element, 
e.g. the cut lines in the sheet. It is suggested applicant use the same language to refer 
to the same elements throughout the claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 1 and 18 are allowed. 

7. Claims 2-1 7 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest a method of connecting 
sheets together wherein two perforation lines are punched in a sheet which are 
staggered by the length of a perforating tooth and have no gaps between the punched 
out areas of the perforation lines. As claim 13 is dependent on claim 1, it is considered 
to require this feature as well. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BARBARA J. MUSSER whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1222. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday; alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (571)-272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



BJM 

IB. J. M.l 

Examiner, Art Unit 1791 
/Richard Crispino/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



